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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 3/19/08 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 3/19/2008 have been fully considered but they are moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection. Applicant amends claim 17 to recites, 'a reception device 
for controlling a recording module at a same location as said recording module, comprising... '; 
whereas claims 22, 23, 29, 3035 & 40, likewise recite similar subject matter. 

Applicant argues that Blake does not provide the additionally claimed 'device for 
controlling a recording at a same location '. Applicant argues on page 12 that central processing 
system, 334 is remote from the recording system in Blake. First of all, Blake makes it clear that 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/029,23 8 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2623 

recording device 336 in at least one embodiment is a recording device at a user's home; see Para 
[0089]. It is quite clear from the discussion in Blake of Para [0089-0093], that the central 
processing system may include devices that are at least partially located at the user's home, as 
well as at least partially located remote from the user. However, the reference does not provide a 
definitive explanation of the location of the central processing system 334. 

Lawler is provided to teach that the recording location may be a VCR or any other 
recording device that located at the headend/server. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made, would have readily recognized the benefit of recording at the remote server, 
at least for the advantage of having a more storage capacity at the server. 



Thus, the combination of Blake & Lawler reads on the claimed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 17-5 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blake, (US 
PG-PUB 2003/0031465), in view of Lawler, (U.S. Pat # 5,585,838). 



Considering claims 17 & 23, the claimed reception device for controlling a recording 
module, comprising: 

'means for receiving a formatted file through the network' reads on the personal 
computer, PCTV or set top box, Para [0027] & [0031] & [0089]. 

'means for extracting at least one text-based control command in said formatted file 
received by the means for receiving, wherein the text-based control command is in the formatted 
file to control the recording module ', reads on the disclosure in Blake that the user may send 
recording requests via an e-mail account via the processing system 334. The processing system 
334 communicates the requests to the user's recoding device 336. 

'means for controlling the recording module based on the text based control command 
extracted by the means for extracting, such that the means for controlling has a timer reservation 
function and the means for controlling reserves an operation time of the recording module ' reads 
on the disclosure of Blake, which teaches that control codes maybe transmitted through a 
telecommunications network to activate and control a VCR a subscriber's residence to record a 
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program specifically requested by the user. Blake also teaches that the user may send an e-mail 
message to processing system 334, [0089]-[0093]. 

As for the claimed 'timer reservation function ', this feature is inherently included in 
Blake since the system starts the playback & recording of a particularly requested 
movie/program at the appropriate time. Such a step requires a timing mechanism that determines 
the appropriate date/time in order to turn on & tune a receiving/recording device to the 
appropriate channel. 

As for the additionally recited feature of the reception device for controlling a recording 
module at a same location, as pointed above Blake does not explicitly disclose the location of the 
central processing system 334. Nevertheless, Lawler which is in the same field of endeavor of 
recording programming that can be distributed from a server, teaches that when a user makes a 
request using a Record button, that the recording may take place at a VCR local to the user or at 
the remote server, see Fig. 7; col. 13, lines 61-67 thru col. 14, lines 1-15. It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to modify Blake to 
allow recording at the head end, as taught by Lawler, at least for the desirable advantage of 
generally more storage capacity being available at the headend than at the user's location. 

Considering claims 18, 24, 31, 36, 41 & 48, Blake teaches that a PC, PCTV, laptop, STB 
or any other device capable of transmitting data from a remote location, including by use of a 
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modem, [0089] and that the devices may operate using a web browser, which reads interprets 
data transmitted over the Internet, [0027], [0041] & [0093]. 

Considering claims 19, 25, 32, 37, 42, & 49, Blake discloses that the processing system 
334 stores the recording information, [0089], whereas in at least one embodiment of Lawler the 
time information would necessarily be stored at the headend. 

Considering claims 20-21, 26-27, 33-34, 38-39, 43-44 & 50-51, the claimed TV 
recording module, reads on the VCR unit at the headend of Lawler, col. 14, lines 1-15. 

Considering claims 22, 29 & 46, the claimed subject matter reads on Blake 
Para, [0034] & [0079]. 

Considering claims 28 & 45, Blake discusses that the receiver may include a modem, 
[0026], [0030]. 

Considering claims 30, 35, 40, 45 & 47, the claimed transmission/reception device 
comprising elements that corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of 
claims 17 & 23 is likewise treated. As for the claimed 'transmitter' or 'means for transmitting ', 
reads on the remote location used by a subscriber to schedule recordings on their home VCR, 
Blake [0089]. As for the additional limitation of claim 40 that the second location is different 
from the a first location which sent the text-based control command, the subject matter is met by 
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the above discussion that in Blake and Lawler a user at home or at remote location send a request 
to Record a program. Subsequently the program is recorded at the headend, as taught Lawler. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

www.uspto.gov 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(571) 273-7290 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Reuben M. Brown whose telephone number is (57 1 ) 272-7290. The examiner can normally 
be reached on M-F(8:30-6:00), First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Christopher Kcllcy can be reached on (571) 272-7331. The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300 for regular communications and After 
Final communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Reuben M. Brown/ 

Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



